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Dear Ms. Caton: :

Today, Hlinois Bell filed its Expedited Motion for Extension of Time to File
Rebuttal and Surrebuttal Testimony. In that motion, Illinois Bell represented that the
motion was opposed only by Rhythms. Since the filing, counsel for Rhythms called
counsel for Illinois Bell and informed him that Rhythms no longer opposed the request
as long as it was a request for a five day extension for the filing of both Rebuttal and

Surrebuttal Testimony. Illinois Bell’s motion, therefore, is no longer opposed by any
party that filed testimony in this proceeding

Please acknowledge receipt by date stamping a duplicate copy and returning it to
me in the envelope provided. Thank you for your assistance in this matter

Sincerely,
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